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1. Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The term "drawing" as the last line of these claims now lacks antecedent basis and 
needs to be changed to -spinning-. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
PCT Publication WO 00/56777 (see Kim et al, US Patent 6,563,994) in view of Perrin et 
al essentially for reasons of record as set forth in paragraphs 2-4 of the last office 
action. 

Concerning the spinning, Perrin et al clearly spins the liquid composition and 

solidifies it after it has left the die in the same manner as applicant does. Compare 
instant UV crosslinking means 20, optical fiber F2, capstan 30 and spool 40 in instant 
Figure 3 with the corresponding part numerals 7, 9, 10 and 1 1 in Figure 1 of Perrin et al. 
Clearly, the same operation is being disclosed in each case. 

3. Applicant's arguments filed September 27, 2007 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Applicant has replaced the term "drawing" with the language 
"spinning" and such is acceptable. Clearly, that is what is occurring in the instant 
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specification. However, applicant's comments with respect to the art rejection are not 
persuasive. First of all, there is no indication that spinning a liquid preform in PCT -777 
would affect the structure obtained therein any more than it would in the instant process. 
It just so happens that the primary reference chooses to solidify the preform in the 
formation cylinder directly after it has been formed rather than spin it and draw it. 
However, as already noted, Perrin et al provides the teaching to spin, solidify and draw 
a liquid preform, the spinning occurring as the preform leaves the die — ie, as it is liquid. 
It is not until the preform is crosslinked -as in the instant application— that it is solidified 
and then drawn by the capstan. Contrary to applicant's comments, the instant spinning 
does not distinguish over Perrin et al. Both the instant and Perrin et al may disclose a 
diameter reduction prior to leaving the die, and such is noted by applicant as not 
constituting the drawing/spinning, and such is agreed with. The examiner has never 
argued that the diameter reduction constitutes spinning, or even drawing in the 
conventional sense. Rather, it was argued that the diameter reduction may have been 
what applicant believed to be liquid drawing. Since the language has been changed to 
"spinning", which is supported by the general disclosure of the specification, there is no 
problem interpreting the term "spinning". However, applicant makes a comment that 
Perrin et al does not teach liquid spinning and provides no basis for this assertion. To 
the contrary, while Perrin et al may increase the viscosity of the liquid composition prior 
to spinning it (see column 4), it is still a liquid composition that is being spun — solids are 
not capable of being spun. It is respectfully submitted that one of ordinary skill in this art 
would have knowledge of spinning techniques taught by Perrin et al and would have 
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utilized then prior to solidification in the process of PCT -777 to facilitate the formation 
of a long length of optical fiber. 

4.Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Mathieu D. Vargot whose telephone number is 571 
272-121 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri from 9 to 6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christina Johnson, can be reached on 571 272-1 176. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



273-8300. 
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